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Mr. Raymond * . ^ ulaogor 
Assistant to the General counsel 
Department of tto Airoy 
Washington, D.C. 2CTJ10 

Dear Hr* doulanger. 

This Ioxk: delay in responding to your letter of October 14 ia not from lack of 
interest but rattor beoauso o .her requirements tovcKcpt me from fi nding tho X # d like 

to have to umke a more complete response tliun tide lotter can non be. 

Although it ia not relevant to what I cock and have nought, 1 do welcome your 
statement of reformed policy as a step in tto ri^fat direction. If the noasibilxty of 
evasion ia obvious, no also ie a totter policy# 

I do tope you will take tho time to review this correspondence, for you have never 

responded to one request 1 made and in this letter you ignore another# You aduross tto 

third, but I believe inadequately. It ia not enoxigh to 8«y to mo "you wero [not] tto 
subject of Army surveillance". T l^Lc falls short of saying the Army did not have as under 
surveillance of witch I uiay not tove been the Bubject of record# I recognise tho problem 
tto best-in tentioneu people in t to Pen t ago n tiiay have in tracing out such mutters when the 
operating people upon whom ttoy have to depend for information are ttouiselvoo involved 
in such improprieties. But you do- not pretent to have done more than soared or have searched 
those repositories ports of which have been destroyed# Tho obvious thing I have oskod of 
you - and I acknowledge the law does not require it - is that you cause inquiry to^be 
made of tto office that may have been involved and of former employees or amenta. They 

may not tell you tto truth# but you will# I think# h ve done a hit more to ascertain 

whether or not a writ** waling &a appoarnuoo in public and conducting an investigation 
was spied upon by or ou behalf of tho government# I would like to believe that you 
personally mid tto Defense Department would regard such spying as roprehensible# 

On tto Powell matter, your response ton been ovaaivo and entirely inadequate# If 
you have boon told what it is difficult to believe# that tto Aroy has destroyed its records 
in this «u uter# yon navu a till fallen far short of what the law requires of you. This is 
sot forth on pug© 24 of tto Attorney General 1 a tim orsndua on tto freodoia of inforoation 
act# *ou arc required to consult with any other agency or agencies and to provide what I 
seek# TfcU you have not done# and I do have in my possession official records proving 
beyond any question that the report was Bade and exists. The same ia true of pictures. 
Therefore* I herewith renew r*y request for access to all reports and pictures. I do tope 
you will no* comply with uy request promptly, for it is not encompassed by any of tto 
exemptions of tto law# 


Sincerely, 


Harold Vaisberg 


